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So please contact your neighbors, 

your friends, get them to read the Con-
stitution. Read the ‘‘Federalist Pa-
pers.’’ Read what our Founding Fathers 
said about government. Understand 
how far we have gotten away from 
those original principles, how much we 
have lost our freedom, how much we 
have gotten away from liberty and how 
close we are to becoming a socialistic, 
communistic nation in this country. 
That is where we are headed. 

The only way it is going to change is 
if the American people will stand up 
and demand something different, start 
throwing people out of office that vio-
late their oath of office, and put people 
in office that are going to stand firm 
for freedom, for liberty. 

I am going to stand firm for the Con-
stitution as it was intended, and I am 
going to continue to fight for the Con-
stitution as it was intended. There are 
precious few here in this body that will 
stand and even vote that way. The only 
way we are going to change it, the only 
way we are going to save America, is 
for we the people to stand up and de-
mand it. 

I believe we can; I believe we will. I 
believe we are at the beginning right 
now today of a new dawn in America, a 
dawn of liberty, a dawn of freedom, a 
dawn of limited government, a dawn of 
strong national defense and national 
security, a dawn where our children 
and grandchildren are going to grow up 
in an economically prosperous Nation 
where there are going to be jobs in the 
private sector, where people are going 
to be able to operate within their soci-
ety without all of the constraints of 
government. 

We have got to demand it. The future 
of this country depends upon it. Your 
children and your grandchildren de-
pend upon it. Join in the fight. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1473, DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE AND FULL-YEAR CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2011; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H. Con. Res. 35, COR-
RECTING THE ENROLLMENT OF 
H.R. 1473; AND PROVIDING FOR 
CONSIDERATION OF H. Con. Res. 
36, CORRECTING THE ENROLL-
MENT OF H.R. 1473 

Mr. NUGENT (during the Special 
Order of Mr. BROUN of Georgia), from 
the Committee on Rules, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 112–60) on 
the resolution (H. Res. 218) providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1473) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense and the other depart-
ments and agencies of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2011, and for other purposes; providing 
for consideration of the concurrent res-
olution (H. Con. Res. 35) directing the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to make a correction in the enrollment 
of H.R. 1473; and providing for consider-
ation of the concurrent resolution (H. 

Con. Res. 36) directing the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to make a 
correction in the enrollment of H.R. 
1473, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1217, REPEALING PREVEN-
TION AND PUBLIC HEALTH FUND 

Mr. NUGENT (during the Special 
Order of Mr. BROUN of Georgia), from 
the Committee on Rules, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 112–61) on 
the resolution (H. Res. 219) providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1217) 
to repeal the Prevention and Public 
Health Fund, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 
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FISCAL CHOICES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. YARMUTH) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
great honor to be here on the floor of 
the House of Representatives talking 
to the American people about one of 
the most critical things that this body 
does, and that is to decide how much 
money we ask our citizens to con-
tribute to the government and how 
that money is going to be spent. 

I didn’t come here intending to re-
spond to the gentleman who spoke be-
fore me, but he cast in one respect the 
whole debate over our budget very well 
when we had Mr. BROUN’s four-way 
test. The first thing that Mr. BROUN 
listed was: Is it right/moral? And I 
agree with him because when we debate 
the budget of the United States, when 
we debate how we are going to spend 
the taxpayers’ money, the first ques-
tion we should ask is: Is it right, and is 
it moral? The converse is if we don’t 
spend something, is it wrong and is it 
immoral. 

Today, I had the great honor of vis-
iting Walter Reed Hospital. I got to 
speak with several of our extremely 
brave, courageous soldiers who have 
been injured in battle. And one young 
man who lost both legs, one just above 
the knee and one all of the way to his 
pelvis, and lost a little bit of finger on 
one hand was on what can only be de-
scribed as bionic legs which he said are 
extremely good, the technology is ex-
tremely advanced; but they still don’t 
help him walk. He talked to us for a 
long time about what he had been 
through, the progress he had made, and 
what he hoped to achieve with tech-
nology. 

b 2010 

His parting comment to us was that 
this is the result of the Federal Gov-
ernment spending money on medical 
research. This is helping people not 
just in the military, not just in the 

Armed Forces, but also in the private 
arena as well. 

So I look at what the Republican 
budget has done, which we will con-
sider later in the week; and it slashes 
money for medical research. I say let’s 
apply Mr. BROUN’s four-way test: Is it 
right? Is it moral? Also, does it make 
any sense to cut medical research when 
we have brave men and women who 
after making incredible sacrifices are 
reacquiring some of their lives because 
of the taxpayer money we have spent 
in funding critical research? It would 
be immoral—Don was his name—to 
deny Don his request that we continue 
to fund medical research that is going 
to help him regain his capabilities, his 
physical function, as well as to con-
tinue to fund the medical research that 
will help the thousands of young men 
and women who have sacrificed so 
much for us. 

So as we enter this debate this week 
on the Republican budget proposal/the 
Democratic alternative budget pro-
posal, we have choices to make. That’s 
always what government is about. It’s 
about choosing: How do we spend the 
taxpayer money that we ask our tax-
payers to contribute to the general 
welfare of this country? 

Last week, we sat in the Budget 
Committee and considered the Repub-
lican budget. I’m sure that my charac-
terization of the Republican budget 
will be different than the Republicans’ 
characterization of their budget. Yet I 
will say one thing, that we all agree 
that we have a fiscal challenge in front 
of us. We have enormous deficits. We 
can argue about how we got here, but 
I’m not going to spend time debating 
that tonight. We clearly have a chal-
lenge, and the future is even more chal-
lenging. So the question is: 

As we approach this budget deficit, 
this future of deficits, a very, very 
large national debt, what is the best 
way to approach it? 

Now, the Republican answer is that 
there is only one side of the ledger. 
Most homes, most businesses have two 
sides of the ledger. They have an in-
come side, and they have an expendi-
ture side. As far as the Republicans on 
the Budget Committee are concerned, 
we only have an expenditure side. 
You’ve heard the Speaker of the House 
say we only have a spending problem; 
we don’t have a revenue problem. 
You’ve heard my senior Senator from 
Kentucky, the minority leader of the 
Senate, say we don’t have a taxing 
problem, a revenue problem; we have a 
spending problem. 

In fact, if you look at our situation 
right now, we’re no different, in a lot of 
respects, from the average household 
or the average business. If we have a fi-
nancial challenge, we do a couple of 
things. We ask, Okay, where can we cut 
costs? Then we ask, How can we gen-
erate more revenue? Those are the two 
options. As far as the Republicans are 
concerned, there is only one option. It 
is to cut expenditures. Unfortunately, 
my characterization is that they cut 
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